Questions and Answers
Concerning
Chemical Analytical Services
Multi-Media - Multi-Concentration Inorganics
Solicitation: PR-HQ-02-10028

Date Revised: February 27, 2002

Note: The question and answer period has ended. No nore questions wll be
accepted or answered.

Question Number Subject, Question, and Answer (Q & A)
& Date Posted

1 Subject: Using PE Results From the Cancelled Solicitation
(02/01/02)
(Q WII the laboratories that submtted PE results and
passed themon the last solicitation, i.e., the one
cancel | ed Cctober 30, 2001 be required to anal yze and
report additional |ICP-AES and | CP-MS sanples under the new
solicitation as well?

(A) Al labs will be required to anal yze PA-PES' s under
the new solicitation.

2 Subject: Requirements for Both ICP-AES and ICP-MS during
(02/01/02) Pre-Award Performance Evaluation of Samples

(Q WII |aboratories be required to have both an | CP- AES
and an | CP- M5?

(A) Bidders will not be required to have both an | CP- AES
and | CP- M5. However, bidders are required to have the
appropriate equi pnent onsite to performthe PES anal ysis.

3 Subject: Software Providers
(02/01/02)
(Q Is there already a list of approved equi prent and
sof tware providers?

(A) EPA does not approve vendors. However, there is a
list of software vendors on the CLP website.

4 Subject: Prohibition on Place of Performance (Geographical
(02/01/02) Locations)

(Q Are there any restrictions on place of perfornmance -
will certain conpani es be prohibited fromconpeting for
awar ds because of their geographical |ocations?

(A) There are no geographical restrictions listed in the
| FB.




5
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Current Awards

(Q Who are the contractors that won the current awards
for these services and what are the contract nunbers?

(A) The following CLP website contains contract nunbers
and the nanme of the contractors who received awards under
the current contracts:

htt p: //ww. epa. gov/ super fund/ progr ans/ cl p/ downl oad/ | abl i st
. pdf

6
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Charge for Performance Evaluation Samples

(Q WII there be a charge associated with obtaining the
Per f ormance Eval uation Sanples (PES) fromthe EPA?

(A) There is no charge associated with obtaining a PES
fromthe EPA. However, the contractor’s |laboratory is
responsible for all costs associated with analyzing the
PES, and the contractor will not be reinbursed by the EPA.

7
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Submission of PES Results

(Q The results of the PES are due 14 days after receipt
from EPA. Does this nmean that these results will be
subm tted separately fromthe IFB results?

(A) Yes

8
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Bidding

(Q WII bidders be required to bid on every line
itenm method solicited?

(A) Each bidder may bid on either |CP-AES or |CP-Ms, or
both. If a bidder chooses to bid on any of the line itens
for these two nmet hods, the bidder nust bid on all of the
turn around tines associated with that nmethod. This
requirenment is clearly stated in Section (B)of the |IFB.

9
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Restrictions on Teaming Arrangements and
Strategic Alliances

(Q As a snall business conpany, | amfornmng a strategic
alliance with a well-established | ab which has extensive
experience with EPA anal ytical nethodol ogy.

Could |I subnit a bid for this contract and have the work
done by the certified | ab? This would include past
performance eval uati on and pre-award performnce

eval uati on.

(A) Team ng arrangenents such as strategic alliances are
prohi bited, unless the arrangenent or alliance resulted
in a nmerger of the parties into a sole conpany.




10
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: CRQL’s Limits
(Q Have the CRQL's limts been deci ded?

(A) The CRQ's limts have not been changed fromwhat is
cited in ILM5. 1. They will renmain the sane in | LM5. 2.

11
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: ICS Analysis

(Q | have a question regarding the ICS anal ysis under

ILMD5.2. | analyze Na and K on my ARL Accuris 101 and
the other 20 ICP netals on ny TJA Trace because of the
greater |inear range. For ny Accuris, | do not have any

interference for Na or K fromany of the nmajor
interferents(i.e. Ca, Fe, My, A) nor fromany other TAL
elements. Do | have to analyze | CSA and ICSAB for al
TAL el enments, or just for the major interferents and Na
and K? | report only Na and K results fromthis

i nstrunent.

(A) Exhibit D, |1CP-AES, Section 12.5.2. To verify

i nterel ement and background correction factors, the
Contractor shall analyze and report the results for the
ICS, for all elenents on the Target Anal yte List (TAL)
and for all interferents (target and non-target), at the
begi nning and end of each analysis run, but not before
the | CV.

12
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Resolution Routine for HP-4500

(Q Qur HP-4500 I P tuning routine for resolution and nmass
axis uses Li, Y, and Tl as the el enments and specifies
achieving a peak width of 0.65-0.8 AMJ at 10% peak hei ght
for normal operation. The tune report only gives the
peak wi dths at 50% and 10% peak heights. WII this be
suitable to nmeet the specifications of paragraph 2 of
section 9.2.1 of the I CP/MS procedure in

| LMD5. 27

(A) A peak width of 0.65-0.8 AMJ at 10% will be
acceptable for the tune standard in | LM5.2(Exhibit D,
| CP-M5 Sections, 9.2.2 and 12.1).




13
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Use of a Reduced Sample Volume for the Digestion
of ICP-MS Samples so that a 50 ml Block Digester can be
Employed for the New SOW?

(Q In the new SON the HW preparation procedure for

| CP- M5 specifies digestion of 100 nL sanple aliquots (
Exhibit D-18/1CP-Ms, section 10.1.3.2) although the
prep nmethod for I CP-AES allows 50 to 100 nL of sanple to
be used for digestion (Exhibit D 16/1CP-AES, section
10.1.3.1). EPA Method 200.8 (Rev. 5.5, section 11.2.2)
from which the CLP digestion procedure is derived states
that "when necessary, snualler sanple volunes nay be
used.” WII EPA accept use of a reduced sanple volune for
the digestion of |ICP-M5 sanples so that a 50 nl bl ock

di gester can be enployed for the new SO Use of snaller
sanmpl e volunes for this digestion procedure will also
facilitate EPA s reconmendati ons for waste
managemnent/ m ni m zati on

(A Exhibit D, 1CP-Ms, Section 10.1.3.2 specifies a
sampl e volune of 100 nlL aliquot of sanple. Reduced
volunes are not pernmitted at this tine.

14
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Raising the ICP-MS CRQL for Analytes with a
Specified CRQL of 1 ug/L

(Q Previous experience with certain |CP-M anal ytes has
shown an inability to obtain MDLs which are | ess than %
of the specified CRQLs while still nmeeting the EPA's
requirenents for a valid MDL (cal culated MDL < test
concentration < 10X MDL). For exanple, an analyte with a
CRQL of 1 ug/L nmust have an MDL < 0.5 ug/L. The test
concentration used to obtain the MDL nust be |less than 5
ug/ L. DataChem has been unable to obtain an MDL | ess than
0.5 ug/L for analytes with a specified CRQL of 1 ug/L
using a test concentration less than or equal to 5 ug/L.
The SOWNstates in Exhibit C, page C-5, that "changes to
the I norgani ¢ Target Analyte List or CRQS nay be
required under the flexibility clause in the contract.”
Is there any possibility of raising the I CP-Ms CRQL for
anal ytes with a specified CRQL of 1 ug/L?

(A) The CRQs identified in Exhibit C were verified as
bei ng obtai nabl e through an i ndependent study and CLP
hi storical data. No CRQ change is anticipated at this
time.




15
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: EPA Providing ICV, ICSA, and ICSAB Solutions for
ICP-AES and ICP-MS

(Q WII IC ICA and ICSAB solutions for |CP-AES and
| CP-MS be provided by the EPA for this SO |f so, are
these solutions presently avail abl e?

(A) Quality Control sanples (I CA |ICSAB, etc.) will be
provided with the distribution of the Pre-Award
perf ormance eval uati on sanples.

16
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Re-analysis of the Failed CRI Samples

(Q For anal yses by I CP-AES and | CP- M5, all owance is nade
for re-analysis of the CRI for analytes that do not pass
acceptance criteria. If the re-analyzed CR al so counts
as an analytical sanple (as does the first CRI), the
nunber of field sanples able to be anal yzed between
successive ICS and CCV/ CCB pairs will be reduced in order
to accomopdate the second analysis of the CRI for failed
anal ytes. Does the re-analysis of the CRI for failed

anal ytes count as an anal ytical sanple with respect to
the frequency requirenents for running the I CS and

CCV/ CCB pairs”?

(A Yes, the re-analysis of the failed CRI sanples count
as an analytical sanple with respect to the frequency
requi renents for running the I1CS and CCV/ CCB pai rs.

17
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Midi-distillation Procedure for Cyanide

(Q EPA Method 9012 for the analysis of cyanide provides
for the addition of sulfamc acid during the distillation
procedure in order to treat the sanples for the potenti al
presence of nitrate or nitrite. WIIl EPA allow the
addition of 5 mM of 1:1 (volune: volune) sul fanm c acid:
reagent water during the Mdi-distillation procedure for
cyanide in the new SOW The addition of sulfamc acid is
proposed i nmredi ately prior to the addition of the

sul furic acid.

(A) The addition of 5 nL of 1:1 sulfam c acid reagent
water will not be permtted during the Mdi-distillation
procedure for cyanide at this tinme.




18
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Conventional Distillation for Cyanide

(Q As per section 6.1 and 6.2 of the SOWN the follow ng
is outlined:

1. Conventional distillation (6.1.1) for cyanide should
be foll owed by spectrophotometry (6.1.2) and

2. Mdi-distillation (6.2.1) to be used with auto
anal yzer system (6.2.3).

WIIl mdi-distillation and manual photospectronetry for
cyani de
determ nation be permitted under the |ILMS5. 2?

(A) Yes, mdi-distillation (Exhibit D, Cyanide, Section
10. 2. 3) and manual photospectronetry (Exhibit D, Cynaide,
Section 10.3) are permtted within | LM5. 2

19
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Analyzing All Target Aanalytes

(Q I"'mstill trying to elimnate having to anal yze al
target anal ytes except for K Na plus the interferents on
my ARL Accuris 101. | refer you to

section 2.5.2.2 of Section B which states:

VWhen anal ysis of the | CP-AES or | CP-MsS target anal ytes
listed in Exhibit C of this SOW (or any subset or
addi ti onal anal ytes) is requested, the raw data shal
include, for all sanples, not only the results for the
requested analyte(s), but also those for all the
interferents (Exhibit DI CP-AES, Table 1, or Exhibit
DI CP-Ms5, Section 7.2.4.4.1, as appropriate). The raw
data shall also contain the results of any other

anal yt e(s)whi ch have been determined to interfere with
the requested anal ytes(s).

Since the only requested anal ytes that | am running on
the Accuris are Na and K, wouldn't it be K for me to
only analyze these two elenents along with the
Interferents for the I CS solutions? Because of the

hi gher nethod detection limts of the Accuris, | wouldn't
be able to neet the control limts for several TAL netals
on the I CA solution (e.g. Arsenic: +/- 2x CRQL= 0.030
ng/ L and nmy MDL=0.1304 ng/L)

(A) The SOWrequirements in Exhibit D, |CP-AES, Section
12.5.2. stipulates "the Contractor shall analyze and
report the results for the ICS, for all elenments on the
Target Analyte List (TAL) and for all interferents
(target and non-target)."




20
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: List of Interested Parties

(Q WII you post a list of interested |aboratories which
requested PES prior to the advertised deadl i ne?

(A) No, EPA does not plan on posting such a |ist.

21
(02/ 01/ 02)

Subject: Using Documentation Previously Submitted Under
ILMO5.1

(Q Whatever docunentation could be used fromthe ILM5.1
solicitation (SOPs, QAPs, client letters, etc.) Wuld be
very beneficial to the [abs that responded.

(A) If a Quality Assurance managenent plan was submtted
under the nost recently [cancelled] solicitation PR-HQ
01- 14093, and no changes have been nade to the offeror’s
QA plan, a statenent may be submtted with the bidder’s
techni cal proposal stating that the previously submtted
Qual ity Assurance nmanagenent plan is still valid and
represents the offeror’s plan under this solicitati on PR
HQ 02- 10028.

22
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: Changes Made to the SOW

(Q W just downl oaded the RFB on the EPA site for CLP
| LMD5. 2. Have any changes been made to the SOW the

I norganic fornms, or the DC-1 and DC-2? The posted date
on the site is 2/1/02. However, the SOWNstill has
Decenber 2001 on its cover page.

(A) The ILMD5.2 SOW posted on the website is the first
version. No other |ILM5.2 versions have been posted. A
sumary of changes is provided on the website fromthe
previous ILM)5.1 to the current |LM5. 2.




23
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: Interference Check Solutions for ICP-MS (ICS
Part A [1200] and Part B [1200]) for the ILM05.2 Pre-
award Samples

(Q WII the EPA be providing the sanme interference check
solutions for ICP-Ms (ICS Part A [1200] and Part B
[1200]) for the ILMI5.2 pre-award sanpl es as those
supplied for use with the ILM)5.1 pre-award sanpl es?
Experience with the interference check solutions provided
for the ILM)5.1 pre-award sanples indicates that the ICS
Part A (1200) solution is contam nated with several

anal ytes, at levels which exceed the control limt of +/-
3X the CRQL. Affected anal ytes include chrom um |ead,
manganese, copper, zinc, and possibly nickel. If the EPA
provi des the sane | CA and | CSAB sol utions, will

| aboratories be permitted to utilize interference check
solutions prepared at the required concentrations which
have been obtai ned from an independent vendor?

(A) Response: EPA will provide QC sanples (I1C, LCS, |ICA
and | CSAB) with the PES shi pment.

Laboratories are required to analyze the EPA provided | CA
and | CSAB sol utions, no independent sources will be
permtted during the solicitation.

24
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: IFB Section L - Copies of the Bid

(Q SF33 requests an original plus 2 copies of the bid.
Section L.2, paragraph 7 requires 3 copies. Please
clarify.

Ef fective immedi ately, the followi ng changes are nade to
Section L.2, paragraph 7 of the IFB and will be issued in
an upconi ng anendnent that will be posted to our website
at: http://ww epa. gov/ oanif srpod. Bidders take inmmediate
action

(A) At the tine of bid subnittal, bidders will be
required to subnmit the follow ng: Conpleted Section

B. 2(original plus 2 copies required), Conpleted Section
F.8 (original plus 2 copies required), Conpleted Section
K (original plus 2 copies required). The requirenent for
bi dders to submit the “Past Performance Client Letter and
Questionnaire (Attachnent 19)” to the Contracting

O ficer)has been changed to state the followi ng: At the
time of bid submittal, bidders shall subnmit to the
Contracting Oficer one copy of a list containing the
nanes, phone nunbers, and conpany addresses of the

i ndi viduals to whomthe Past Perfornmance dient
Questionnaires (Attachment 19) were sent. All other
information in the above stated section and paragraph
remai n unchanged.




25
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: Section L - List of Information that Bidders
Must Submit

(Q Section L.2 paragraph 7 includes a list of

i nformation that the bidder nust subnmit "to the
Contracting Officer at the time of the bid submttal."
However, The Past Performance Client Letter and
Questionnaire are supposed to be submitted to the client.
Pl ease clarify what you want

(A) Effective inmediately, the follow ng changes are nade
to Attachment 19 of the IFB and will be issued in an
upcom ng amendrment that will be posted to our website at:
http://ww. epa. gov/ oam srpod. Bidders take i mediate
action: The bidder will conplete the Client letter and
the top portion of the Past Perfornmance Questionnaire and
forward to the client. The bidder shall request that the
client’s Program Manager or other corporate
representative conplete and return the questionnaire
within five (5)days after the bid due date for this
solicitation. All other information in the above stated
Attachment remai n unchanged

26
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject.: Conventional Distillation for Cyanide

(Q As per section 6.1 and 6.2 of the SOWN the follow ng
is outlined:

a. Conventional distillation (6.1.1) for cyanide should
be foll owed by spectrophotonetry (6.1.2) and

b. Mdi-distillation (6.2.1) to be used with auto
anal yzer system (6.2.3).

Can mdi-distillation be foll owed by nmanua
phot ospectrometry for cyani de determ nation?

(A) Refer to question 18 posted February 1, 2002.

27
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: Increases to the Lead and Zinc CRQLs

(Q Can we request increases to the Lead and Zi nc CRQLs
according to BExhibit

c?

(A) Refer to question #14 posted February 1, 2002.




28
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: Explain Exhibit B, Page B-16

(Q Please explain the exanples the statement on Exhibit
B page B-16 that read as foll ows:

The EPA sanpl e nunber shall be unique for each IC, 1CB,
CCV, CCB, ICA I1CSAB, CRI, LCSW LCss, PBW PBS, LRS
BASELI NE, RESLOPE, M DRANCE, and TUNE wi thin an anal ysis
or preparation nethod, within an SDG  The contractor
shal | achi eve this by replacing the two-character

term nator (##)of the identifier with one or two
characters, nunbers or a conbinati on of both

(A) The statenent above refers to Exhibit B, Section
2.5.2.3.5, Table 2, Codes for Labeling Data. For
exanpl e, a unique sanple nunber for an I C may be | CV01 or
| CVam

29
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: Exhibit B, Page B-24 - Qualifying the Post-
Digestion Sample

(Q | don't understand clearly the foll owi ng statenment
from Exhibit B, page B-24:

Serial dilution and post-digestion spike shall be
qualified using the MDL and CRQL val ues utilized for the
corresponding field sanple.

My question is: Do we need to qualify the post digestion
sanpl e after cal cul ations or before? If qualify after
calculation, do | need to apply the post digestion factor
to the MDL and CRQL in order to conpare apples with

appl es?

(A) While serial dilutions and post-digestion spike
results are always reported in ug/L, the MOL and CRQL

val ues for the corresponding field sanple will be in ug/L
(water matrix) or ng/ kg (soil nmatrix).

To determine the appropriate concentration qualifier for
results in soil serial dilution and post-di gestion spi ke
sanpl es, the sanple result (in ug/L), the MDL (in ng/kg)
and the CRQL (in ng/kg) need to be in the sanme units.
There are no specific requirenents as to which way this
conversion is to be perforned (all 3 values in ug/L vs.
all in ng/kg). Assignnent of the qualifier is perforned
prior to adjusting for any dilution factor.

30
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: Sample Prep of Mercury Analyses

(Q Can block digesters be used for sanple prep of
mercury anal yses under |LM5. 2?7

(A) Block digesters are not permtted for nercury in
ILMD5.2 at this tine.




31
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: ICS Instructions

(Q The answer to question 15 stated that | CA and | CSAB
solutions will be distributed with the PE sanples.

Previ ous | CA solutions sent with PE sanpl es had dashes (-
-) associated with the concentrati ons of the nobst of

the TAL elenments. Are the true values of these elenents
0, or should the procedure stated in section 12.6.6 be

i mpl emented. Section 12.6.6 states:

If true values for analytes contained in the ICS are not
supplied with the solutions, the nmean shall be determ ned
by initially analyzing the ICS at |east five tines
repetitively for the particul ar anal ytes. This mean
determ nation shall be made during an analytica

run where the results for a previously supplied ICS net
all contract specifications. Additionally, the results of
this initial mean determ nation shall be used as the true
value for the lifetime of that solution (i.e., until the
solution is exhausted). Only if the ICS solutions are not
avai |l abl e from USEPA, independent Check Sanples shall be
prepared with interferent and anal yte concentrations at
the levels specified in Sections 7.2.4.4.1 and 7.2.4.4.2.
The mean val ue and standard devi ation shall be
established by initially anal yzi ng the Check Sanples at

|l east five tinmes repetitively for each analyte listed on
FormIVB-IN Results shall fall within the control limt
of ?3 tines the CRQL of the established nean val ue or
?20% of the established nmean val ue, whichever is greater.
The nean and standard devi ati on shall be reported in the
raw data. Results from anal yses shall be reported on Form
IVB-IN for all |ICP-MS paraneters.

(A) The procedure stated in section 12.6.6 should not be
i mpl enented during the Pre-Anard. The pre-Award | CS
instructions state "This instruction sheet provides the
nom nal values for the ICS M5 Part A and Part B target
anal ytes when diluted as directed. However, “true

val ues” have not been established for this ICS M5
solution set. Accordingly, analysis results that are not
within *2 times the CRQL or *20% of the nominal value
will be allowed for this pre award only. Record the ICS
results and % recovery on the ICS form but no corrective
action is required if you are certain that the results
are accurate.”




32
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: Requirement to Analyze PE samples

(Q Since there were no substantive changes in the 5.2 Vs
5.1 Statement of Work that would affect the outcone of

| CP- AES or I CP-MS, PE sanple results! Wy do

| aboratories that passed the PE's and certified that they
had the necessary personnel and equi pment in place to
performthe PE s as required by solicitation PR HQ 01-
14093...be required to anal yze PE's under solicitation
PR- HQ 02- 10028?

(A) Refer to question #1 posted February 1, 2002.

33
(2/ 8/ 02)

Subject: Laboratories that did not Meet Personnel and
Equipment Requirements Under Solicitation PR-HQ-01-14093

(Q Are the laboratories that passed the PE s under
solicitation PR-HQ 01-14093 and did not neet the
personnel and equi prent certification requirenents,

going to be allowed to participate in Solicitation PR HQ
02-10028?

(A) Yes

34
(21 8/ 02)

Subject: Past Performance Client Letters/Questionnaires
Submitted Under Solicitation PR-HQ-01-14093

(Q Are the Past Performance Cient

Letters/ Questionnaire's submtted under

Solicitation PR-HQ 01-14093 acceptable, or do we

have to re-solicit our client to submt new letters for
this solicitation?

(A) New Past Performance Client Letters/Questionnaires
are required.

35
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Requirement to Perform MDL

(Q Is it required to performthe MDL studies, three
separate times on non-consecutive days?

(A) No, the MDL requirenents are defined in 40 CFR Part
136 Appendix B. The MDL shall be conpleted in one day
with "a mni num of seven aliquots of the sanple to be
used to calculate the nethod detection limt and process
each through the entire analytical nmethod. Make all
comput ati ons according to the defined method with final
results in the nethod reporting units."”




36
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Client’s None Response to Request for Past
Performance Information

(Q For all previous responses to CLP solicitations, we
have included Past Performance Questionnaires as part of
our bid response. This ensured us that all clients had
responded accordingly and that our bid response was

conpl ete as requested. Since this has now changed and
Questionnaires are to be sent directly to EPA, we assune
that | aboratories are not penalized if clients do not
respond within the 5 day period, or at all. W also
assune the list of clients (submtted by each lab) will
assist EPA in contacting themif they do not respond.

Pl ease coment.

(A Yes, EPA will use the list of clients provided by the
| abs to contact the clients to determine if the |abs
contacted the clients and requested that the clients
provi de EPA with the past performance information. At the
tinme that EPA contacts the labs to verify the | abs
conpliance, EPA will attenpt to obtain the past
performance information formthe client. If EPA
determines that a lab did not conply with the requirenent
to request that the clients submit the past perfornmance
information to EPA, within the tine period listed in the
IFB, the lab will be found non-responsive.

37
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: ILM05.2 WebCCS

(Q Wen will WebCCS for |ILM)5.2 be avail able for
processi ng data?

(A) Currently, WDbCCS is not available for |ILMS5. 2.

38
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Requirement to Retain Empty Sample Bottles

(Q On page A-7 of the SOWN paragraph 4.2.1.2.4 instructs,
“The contractor is required to retain unused sanpl e

vol ume, used sanpl e containers, and enpty sanple bottle
containers for a period of 60 days after data

subm ssion.” Wat is the purpose for retaining enpty
sanple bottles? If it is to docunent traceability, can
the | aboratory keep an Enpty Bottle Log containing the
sanple ID information or copy the |abel fromthe enpty
bottl es?

(A) The laboratory is required to adhere to bottle
retention requirenents stipulated in the contract. These
requi renents are for the purpose of nmintaining

def ensi bl e data.




39
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Performing MDL Studies

(Q On page D-31/1CP-AES of the SOW paragraph 12.10.1
states, “An MDL study shall be perfornmed after mgjor

i nstrunment maintenance, or changes in instrumentation or
instrunental conditions to verify the current sensitivity
of the analysis.” The sane requirenent pertains to | CP-M
anal yses (page D-27/1CP-MS, paragraph 12.12.1), nercury
anal yses (page D 23/ Mercury, paragraph 12.8.1), and
cyani de anal yses (page D-28, paragraph 12.8.1). Wat are
some specific exanples of changes to instrunental
conditions (for each analysis) that would trigger another
MDL st udy?

(A) In general, major instrunent maintenance woul d

i nvol ve the replacenent of instrunent hardware. For
exanpl e, replacenent of torches, |oad coils, vacuuns,
primary mrrors, and | enses.

40
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Performance of Contract Required QC

(Q On page E-29 of the SOWN relating to @B sanples,
paragraph 11.2.3 includes the requirement, “All contract
required QC shall be met, including spike and duplicate
anal yses.” Does this requirenent nean that all contract
required QC shall be performed, including spike and
duplicate analyses or does it mean that all QC criteria
shall be met?

(A) Al contract required QC shall be perfornmed and al
QL criteria shall be nmet. Both are required under the
SOW




41
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Individual Sample Containers Other than a Glass
Jar or Glass Vial

(Q On page G3 of 6 of the solicitation, Section G4
deal s with Governnent Furni shed Sanples. In that section,
there is a discussion concerning “individual sanple
containers other than a glass jar or glass vial” that may
be sent by the Governnment. The | aboratory will be
required to routinely return these special sanple
containers to the appropriate sanpling office.
Additionally, the laboratory “shall renove any remaining
sanpl e fromthe non-glass contai ner and shall ensure that
the sanple container is clean.”

Do the “individual sample containers other than a gl ass
jar or glass vial” pertain to all plastic containers
submtted to the | aboratory or to some other non-gl ass
cont ai ner ?

(A) Non-glass containers refer to all containers that are
not “a glass jar or glass vial.” Plastic jars are
consi dered non-gl ass contai ners.

41a
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Specific Instructions for Returning Samples

(Q WII there be specific instructions on the Sanple
Traffic Reports/ Chain of Custody Records (or other
docunent ation received with the sanples) that the sanple
contai ners have to be returned?

(A): Special instructions will be provided to the

| aboratory if containers are to be returned. This

i nformation may be provided to the | aboratory on the
TR/ COC or other documentati on.

41b
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Returning the Non-glass Containers to
Appropriate Sample Office

(Q If EPA coolers have to be returned within 14 days
from sanpl e recei pt and the “individual sanple containers
other than a glass jar or glass vial” have to be returned
within 60 days followi ng subm ssion of the reconciled
CSF, how does the | aboratory get the non-glass containers
to the appropriate sanpling office?

(A) The appropriate shipping documentation will be
provided to the |l aboratory for the return of non-gl ass
cont ai ners.




41c
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Instructions for Cleaning Sample Containers

(Q After renoving any remaining sanple, what constitutes
a clean sanple container? WIIl instructions for cleaning
t hese non-gl ass contai ners be provi ded?

(A) The laboratory shall ensure that the non-gl ass
containers are visually clean.

42
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Completing the Past Performance Questionnaire

(Q The section to be conpleted by the bidder requires a
contract nunber, contract value, and type of contract as
well as period of performance. |f we haven't been
awarded a contract, what do we submit in these areas?

(A If bidder did not performwork under a contract, for
the client, the bidder shall briefly describe the
arrangenent or relationship that established the
agreenment, under which the bidder perforned the services
or provided the goods that the bidder is stating in the
guestionnaire.

Exanpl e: We performed anal ytical services to test for
arsenic in drinking water for “Conpany X.” No witten
contract was established. “Conpany X' woul d request
services on an as required basics. W have been
perform ng these services for “Conpany X' for over 20
years. The total dollar value of all services performfor
“Conpany X' is approxinmtely ($1, 000, 000).

43
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Submitting the Past Performance Questionnaire

(Q According to page "L-3 of 10" of the IFB, we are
required to subnit 3 copies of the Past Perfornmance
Questionnaire with our bid package. According to the
Past Performance Questionnaire cover letter, the client
is to fax the conpleted questionnaire to you. Does this
mean the client is supposed to subnit the conpleted
guestionnaire to us as well?

(A) As stated in the Past Performance Client Letter

i ncluded at Attachment 19 of the IFB, our requirenent is
that the client submt a conpleted copy of the
guestionnaire to EPA. It is the bidder’s choice to have
the client subnit an additional copy to the bidder

Al so see questions 24 and 25 dated 2/8/02.

44
2/ 14/ 02

Subject: Number of Completed Questionnaires Required
(Q How many conpl eted questionnaires are required?

(A) W only require one copy of the conpleted
questionnaire.




45
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: EPA Sample Number

(Q B 2.5.2.3.5 footnote 3 says "The EPA sanpl e nunber
shall be unique...within an analysis or preparation

met hod, within an SDG " Does this nmean "within an

anal ysis nmethod or preparation nethod" or "within an
anal ysis run or preparation nethod?" The fornmer woul d be
a problem with labeling the raw data, particularly if a
run contains sanples fromnore than one SDG and is
conmbined with different runs for the different SDGs.

(A) “The EPA sanpl e nunber shall be unique...wthin an
anal ysis or preparation nethod, within an SDG " neans
"within an anal ysis nmethod or preparation method."

46
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Analyzing and Reporting Results for the ICS

(Q | see fromqg&a. pdf that EPA posted on Friday that
soneone el se had a problemwi th | CSA/ AB when a run was
for only one or two elenents. The answers just parrotted
the SOWand did not clarify it. If you read D |ICP/AES
12.5.2 literally you will have to acquire all the target
elements in each run. Areply we received from Dyncorp
said in effect that only the interferents relevant to
the el ements analyzed in that run, plus A, Ca, Fe, M,
needed to be analyzed. This really needs a definitive
clarification.

(A) The Contractor shall analyze and report the results
for the ICS, for all elenents being reported in the
analytical run and for all interferents (target and non-
target) for these reported el enents.

47
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Including Prepared Standards on the Appropriate
Form XII

(Q D13/ Cyanide 9.4.3: "This neans that an |ICV nust be
distilled with each batch of sanples analyzed and that
the sanples distilled with an ICV nust be analyzed with
that particular 1CV." Unlike the nmercury case with

met hods CW, CS1 and CW2, there are not separate nethods
specified for standards to be prepared by DWW, DS1, DwWe,
DS2. Can soil and water sanples froma ni xed SDG be run
together with an I CV (and nidrange standard) prepared by
DW or DW? If so, the ICV or nidrange standard woul d
not appear on form 12 or on the laboratory distillation
log for nmethod DS1 (or DS2). Is this acceptabl e?

(A) Prepared standards, whether required per preparation
batch (1 CV) or preparation nethod (m drange standard),
must appear on the appropriate Form Xl for the
preparation batch in which the standard was prepared.




48

Subject: Source Field on Form 2, 4 , and 7 and the Source

2/ 27102 Field in the Type 21 ASF Record
(Q What to do if the 12-character source field on form
2, 4 or 7 or the 9-character source field in the type 21
ASF record is not |ong enough (exanple: "EPA
| CSA0801/ AB0596") ? Enter "SEE NOTE" and add a coment to
a formthat nornmally does not have conments?
(A) The source nay be truncated or abbreviated to fit the
12 character source field on the forms, however, it nust
still wuniquely identify the source and the source nane
utilized must remain consistent whenever that particul ar
source is reported. The 9-character limt on the Record
Type 21 source field may be exceeded (to report up to 12
characters in total and maintaining identica
nomencl ature to the reporting on the fornms).
49 Subject: Volume Adjustment Factor for HW2
2/ 27/ 02
(Q In section H Type 22 | think the vol une adj ust nment
factor for HR should be 2.5 (20m to 50m). 1.25 is the
overall dilution due to the preparation
(A) The volune adjustment factor is 1.25 and does
represent the overall dilution due to the preparation
nmet hod.
50 Subject: Reporting the RSD for Tune Intensities
2/ 27/ 02
(Q B 3.4.18.2.5 9R=SD for tune intensities. Nearest
whol e nunmber or how many deci mal s?
(A) Report to the nearest whol e nunber.
51 Subject: Recording Mercury Calibration Standards
2/ 27/ 02

(Q Must nercury calibration standards, I1CV, CCV, etc.
appear on form 12?

Must they have SAMPLE WI/ VOL, prep date and tinme, and
FI NAL VOLUME entries in the type 20, 21 and 22 records
of the ASF?

(A) Prepared standards must appear on the appropriate
Form XI'l for the preparation batch in which the standard
was prepared. The appropriate infornation nmust be

recorded on both the Form XIl and the electronic ASF file.




52
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Calibrating, Analyzing, and Reporting Analytes

(Q If arequest is received for Pb, As, Se, and Tl by

| CP/ AES, does the |aboratory have to calibrate, analyze
and report all TALs and interferring compounds
(approximately 14 elenents total) to be conpliant? Based
on the above will the | ab be conpensated for 4 or 14

anal ytes?

(A) To be conpliant, the |aboratory nust calibrate,

anal yze and report all requested analytes in the

anal ytical run and the ICSA interfering conmpounds. The
| aboratory will be conpensated for four analytes, the
nunmber of analytes requested, not the nunber of
interferents.

53
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Requirement to Monitor ICSA Interferent Analytes

(Q Wth ICP/ M analysis, if a single elenent is
requested (Pb for exanple) do all the interferrents, i.e.
A, Ca, Fe, My, K, Mo, Na, Ti, P, C, S, and C, have to
be calibrated, neasured and reported in order to be
compliant? WII the |ab be conpensated for 1 or 13

anal ytes?

(A) Yes, all of the ICSA interferent analytes identified
in Exhibit D, Section 7.2.4.4 must be nonitored. They
are not required to be calibrated or reported with the
exception of alumnum If aluminumis a requested target
anal yte, it nmust be calibrated and reported. The

| aboratory will be conpensated for the nunber of anal ytes
requested, in this exanple the | aboratory would be paid
for one anal yte.

54
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Interferent Analytes Must be Compliant
Throughout the Run

(Q Typically, the interferring conpounds are not

anal yzed directly in the 1CSA and | CSAB sol utions. These
solutions are analyzed for the target compounds in the
presence of these compounds in order to denonstrate that

| ow | evel detection can be nmet in their presence. Do
they have to be conpliant throughout the run? |If not,
this seenms to be a data defensibility issue.

(A) Yes, interferent anal ytes nust be conpliant
t hroughout the run.




55
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Digesting Samples

(Q Section 10.1.3.1.1 States that if the turbidity
reading is <1 sanples will not be digested, but if over 1
sanples will be digested. Can the |ab digest sanples

whi ch have turbidity readings less than 1, if they so
desire? |If not, how do we handl e groups contai ning
sanples with NTU both | ess than and greater than 1.

These will have to be anal yzed as separate groups in
order to produce a conpliant run which doubles the |abs
wor k.

(A) Laboratories may not digest sanples which have
turbidity readings |less than 1. Sanple delivery groups
(SDGs) containing sanples with NTU | ess than 1 and
greater than 1 nust be anal yzed separately, as defined in
t he SOW

56
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Use of 0ld Sample Bottles or New Sample Bottles
for Filtrates

(Q Page D14 Cyanide states that the contractor will
test to determne the presence of sulfides... then if
present treat the whole sanple. WII this require new
sanpl e containers or is it acceptable to use the old
sanpl e bottles to place the filtrate in? What size
filter paper is acceptable?

(A) The filtrate is placed in a new sanpl e contai ner.
What man No. 42 filter paper or equival ent is acceptable.

57
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Shouldn’t Only one Price Apply for Mercury and
Cyanide Samples for ICP/AES and ICP/MS?

(Q Why do nercury and cyani de have different prices for
sanpl es submtted for |1 CP/AES and | CP/ M5? Shoul dn’'t only
one price apply for either?

(A) The different percentages help to even out the cost
of mercury and cyani de when anal yzed by | CP- AES and | CP-
M5 which is based on total sanple cost for | CP-AES and

| CP- VB.




58
2/ 27/ 02

There is no guidance for sample digestion of water or soil
samples using the automated sample analysis procedure.

The following sections outlined in Exhibit D-Part C Analytical
Methods For Cold Vapor Mercury Analysis, describe the various
sample preparation methods for Mercury analysis using the cold
vapor technique.

Section 10.
Section 10.

2 Sample Preparation
2. 1. Preparation method/code (C W 1)
Section 10. 2 Sample Preparation
Section 10. 2. 1 Preparation Method/Code (C S 1)
Section 10.1. 5 Preparation Of Standards For Automated Cold
Vapor Analysis Technique (Analysis Method AV)
Section 10. 2. 4 Analysis Of Water/ Aqueous Samples By The
Automated Cold Vapor Technique (AV) Preparation Method/Code
(CW2)

This preparation technique (C W 1) describes the manual cold
vapor Mercury digestion procedure. (The method calls for
digesting 100 ml or and aliquot diluted to 100 ml into a 300
ml B O D bottle).

There is no guidance in this method for digesting water
samples for the automated cold vapor Mercury digestion
procedure. The automated technique only requires 5 ml of
sample.

Using the manual cold vapor Digestion procedure to analyze
samples with an automated cold vapor Mercury analyzer results
in wasting 95 ml of digested sample because only 5 ml of
sample is required by the Auto analyzer . This also results in
wasting significant amounts of reagents used in the digestion
process.
Adhering strictly to the manual cold vapor digestion
procedure, when analysis is perform via the automated
procedure results and other problems also.

1. There's no provision to adjust the final volume back to
100 ml after sample digestion.
2. The digestion vessel specified is a B O D bottle, which
has no graduated markings on it.

3. If one uses this digestion procedure along with analysis
via an Auto analyzer it is imperative that the final volume
after digestion be measured precisely, sense only a 5 ml
aliquat of the final digested sample will be used for
analysis.

BRRRR
W Ww

Although Section 10. 2. 4 1lists preparation method (C W 2)
for the automated procedure, it gives no guidance on how to
perform the digestion.

We believe that the method should state, that any appropriate
volume of water may be taken for digestion, as long as the
reagent volumes (see manual method) used in the digestion
procedure are adjusted appropriately and the method detection limit and associated
QA/QC is met.

(Q) Question: Can we digest water samples using scaled down volumes of samples if reagents
are scaled down appropriately.

(A) No, reduced volumes are not permitted in the SOW.




58a
2/ 27/ 02

(Q Can we digest water sanples in Polyethyl ene
di sposabl e vials instead of BOD bottles? W use a "hot
bl ock".

(A) No, the SOWNspecifies BOD bottles. Hot bl ock
digestion is not permtted for mercury in ILMD5.2 at this
time (refer to question 30, 2/8/02).

58b
2/ 27/ 02

Likewise, detailed guidance is provided for the soil
digestion method (C S 1 ) using the manual cold vapor
technique for analysis ( Section 10. 1. 4. 2. 1).
However, this digestion procedure is not appropriate when
using the automated cold vapor analysis method .

No guidance is provided for soil digestion using the
automated procedure.

We believe that the method should state, that any
appropriate weight of sample may be taken for digestion
as long as the reagent volumes used in the digestion
procedure are adjusted appropriately (see manual method)
and that the detection limit is met.

(Q Question: Can we digest soil sanples using scaled
down weights of sanples if all reagents are scaled down
appropriately?

(A)  No, reduced volunes are not pernmitted in the SOW

58c
2/ 27/ 02

Question: Can we digest soil sanples in Polyethyl ene
di sposabl e vials instead of BOD bottles? W use a "hot
bl ock".

Response: No, reduced volumes are not permtted in the
SON Hot block digestion is not permtted for mercury in
ILMD5.2 at this time (refer to question 30, 2/8/02).

58d
2/ 27/ 02

We have agreed in principle to purchase an auto-digester for mercury
water and soils. The one that we have chosen is manufactored by
Leeman Labs. It uses Sml for water samples and 100mg for soil
samples and dispenses the digestion reagents called for in the manual
methods at the appropriate ratios.

(Q Is this product acceptable for CLP? | understand
that you do not endorse products, | amjust asking if
such a machine is acceptable for digestion of water and
soils for CLP Mercury analysis if it neets the QA QC
obj ectives of the method.

(A) If a product uses reduced vol unes or hot bl ock
digestion, then it does not nmeet the requirenents of the
SOW and woul d not be acceptable for CLP analysis at this
time.

If a product is capable of using the specified vol unes
and digestion procedures inthe SON then it is
acceptable for use in the CLP.
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2/ 27/ 02

Subject: LCS Solutions were Shipped with PE Samples

(Q1I just wanted to let you know that we did not receive
any LCS solutions with our PE shipnent. W received |ICV-
1, 1CV-5, I1CV-6, and I CSA and | CSAB sol utions for |CP-
AES, and | CSA and I CSAB solutions for ICP-M5. Wre the

| abs supposed to receive LCS solutions for |ICP-AES, |CP-
M5, Hg, and Cn?

(A) No LCS solutions were provided in the PES shipnent.
Per the SOW for |CP-AES and | CP-MS, the ICV solutions
may be used or other certified materials nay be used.

For mercury and cyanide the contrator nay al so use other
USEPA C check sanples or certified naterials may be used
for mercury and cyani de.

60
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Are Additional Analytes Required

(Q A9, 4.2.1.3 — What are the additional anal ytes that
wi Il be required?

(A) Exhibit A Section 4.2.1.3 reference nodified

anal yses which the Contractor nay elect to perform but
is not required to perform There are no required

anal ytes associated with nodified anal yses

61
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Labeling Raw Data

(Q B-15, Table 2 — Are these nunbers applied within a
single analysis run? 1In question 28, an exanple is given
as ICV01 or ICvam If this is for a single run, why is
it necessary to identify the ICV as |1 CV01? There should
only be one I CV per run.

(A) Exhibit B, Section 2.5.2.3.5 details how raw data
shal | be | abeled, and Table 2 provides the codes for

| abel i ng data. The codes are applicable to one or
mul ti pl e QC standar ds.

62
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Insufficient Room for all Source Information on
the Forms

(Q Source information only allows 12 characters on all
forms. We do not have roomfor all source information on
the forms. Can this field be expanded?

(A) This field cannot be expanded at this time. The
source may be truncated or abbreviated to fit the 12
character source field on the forns; however, it nust
still uniquely identify the source, and the source name
utilized nust remai n consi stent whenever that particul ar
source is reported. The 9-character limt on the Record
Type 21 source field may be exceeded (to report up to 12
characters in total, and nmintaining identica

nonmencl ature to the reporting on the forns).
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2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Including Blanks for Mercury on the Form XII and
Batch Sheets

(Q Prep Method for FormlIll is NP1 for all but Hg
bl anks. Does this mean blanks for Hg should be on the
Form Xl I (Prep |l og) and batch sheet?

(A) Yes, the blanks for nercury should be on the Form XI|
and batch sheets.

64
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Including ICV for CN, Blanks, and ICV/CCV for Hg
on the Form XII and Batch Sheets

(QB-41; 3.4.16.1.1 — Form X'l requests all QC prep on
the form Does this nean we will include the ICV for CN?
What about bl anks and | CV/ CCV for Hg?

(A) Yes, the ICV for CN, blanks, and the ICV/ CCV for Hg
shoul d be on the Form XI| and batch sheets.

65
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Including SDG TR/COC Cover Sheet or Custody
Seals in the Complete SDG file

(QDC-2 does not have a place for either SDG TR/ COC Cover
Sheet or custody seals. Are these still to be included
in the Conplete SDG File (CSF)? If so, where do they go?

(A) Response: The SDG cover sheet is not required on the
DC-2 Formor in the CSF. The TR/ COC has been noved to
item3 on the DC-2 Form Custody seals are not required
on the DC-2 Formor in the CSF.

66
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Handling Mixed Matrix Groups

(Q Cyanide D-13; 9.4.3 — There is to be an I CV and m d-
range standard distilled with each batch. How do we
handl e “nmi xed matri x” groups when we get a FBin with a
soil group? O a water PE in with all soils? Wat wll
be the prep method for I CV and mi d-range standard? The
forns do not allow us to report nore than one preparation
code.

(A) Field blanks are not subnitted with soil sanples.
However, in the event that there was a nixed matrix, then
two separate forns would be conmpl eted, one for water and
one for soil.
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2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Completing Forms for Mixed Matrix Groups

(Q Mercury D15, 10.2.2 also indicates that only one
prep nethod/ code can be used per run. Again, how do we
handl e “m xed matri x” groups?

The SOWindicates that FBs and PEs have to be run with
the sanples they are grouped with (SDG. Running a FB or
water PE with soil sanples will cause problems with
reporting for ILMD5.2 because they will have a different
prep nmethod fromthe rest of the sanples in the run and
there is not place to report it.

Does this nmean we have to distill the ICV and M d-range
standard tw ce, even though we will put all sanples on
the mdi-dist at the same time? O do we now have to
distill each (water and soil) separately and run each
separately? There can only be one ICV per run since it
is the INITIAL Calibration Verification and nust be run
as the first sanple in the analytical run. |If the ICV
and m d-range standard are associated with a specific
prep code, it is not possible to run waters and soils

t oget her. Therefore FBs or water PEs cannot be run with
the soil samples they were intended for.

(A) Field blanks are not submitted with soil sanples.
However, in the event that there was a nmixed matrix, then
two separate forns would be conpl eted, one for water and
one for soil

68
2/ 27/ 02

Subj ect: Analysis Records

(Q F-8;, 2.5.2 — “Analysis” records should have the

i nstrument type and paraneter in the title [ICP-

AES(netal s)]. Wiat are considered anal ysis records? Are
these the instrunent |ogs?

(A) Exhibit F, Section 2.5.2, “Wen a docunent is a record
of analysis, the instrunent type ..... shal | be incl uded
inthe title.” Docunments of record includes instrument
readouts and data pertinent to the reconstruction of the
anal ysis and results.

69
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Resubmitting SOP’s

In question 21, it is stated that the QAP for a previous
solicitation (ILM)5.1) could be used for this solicitation
(ILMD5.2). Can SOP's submitted for ILMD5.1 be used for
the ILMD5.2 solicitation?

(A) No. Only the QAP fromthe previous solicitation nay
be used.
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2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Minimum and Maximum Amount

(Q The mnimum anobunt set in the clause seenms unrealistic
since in Section L.15 it says that historically you spend
two mllion a year on inorganics and there are currently
seven contracts currently being utilized. That equates
to better than 250,000 per year per contract. Even with a
conservative estimate of 50%the $100,000 level for a

m ni mum contract amount would be nore realistic

This would certainly fall within the requirements set
forth in FAR 16.5 Indefinite Delivery Contracts
particularly 16.504 (a) (2) stating that it nust be nore
than a nominal quantity, but should not exceed the anpunt
that the governnment is fairly certain to order. Al that
bei ng presented - the question is will the governnent
followthe FAR requirenments and set realistic contract
m ni num

(A) After reviewing our anticipated requirenents for
services stated in this solicitation, we have amended
Section B.5 clause of the IFB, “M ninum and Maxi mum
Anmounts” to reflect the follow ng: The m ni nrum anount of
combi ned orders to be placed under the contracts resulting
fromsolicitati on PR-HQ 02-10028 is $100, 000. The m ni num
amount of each contract will be determ ned by dividing
$100, 000 by the nunber of contracts to be awarded.
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2/ 27/ 02

Subj ect: Procedures for Ordering Multiple Awards for the
Same Services

(Q Section 16.504 (a) (4) (1V) of the FAR requires that
for indefinite quantity contracts the solicitation rust
state that the procedures that the governnent wll be
using in issuing orders......... in order for awardees to have
a fair opportunity to be considered in each order.

Pl ease provide the conplete description of the Performance
Schedul es al gorithmincluding the weight applied to al
factors in awardi ng orders

(A) The factors that will be considered when schedul i ng
sanmpl es with contractors agai nst contract awards made
under this solicitation are provided in clause G 2 of the
solicitation. In addition, dause G 2 is being amended to
i nclude the follow ng additional infornmation

4. Odering Procedure

Step 1:

. Contractors’ performance data is collected for every
del i verabl e under the contract.

. Performance data is evaluated nmonthly, and based
upon a rolling average of the prior three nonths.

. Based upon the prior three nonths performance data,
contractors are evaluated as either “good”
“margi nal ", or “unacceptable”.

Step 2:

Once a performance category is assigned, price becones a
factor, although | ess inportant than contractor
per formance history.

Step 3:

Based on each contractor’s conposite score (consisting of
contractor performance history and price), contractors are
ranked.

Step 4:

Sanpl es are schedul ed to be shipped to contractors,
starting with the highest rated to the | owest rated.
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2/ 27/ 02

Subject: (72) H 3 Modified Analysis

(Q Please reference the FAR cl auses that legally allow
the agency to performnodification to a Firm Fi xed Fee
Bid. This should actually be a change order or outside the
scope of the SOWand then there needs to be a conpletion
bi d

(A) The referenced FAR clause is the Section | clause
52.243- CHANGES-FI XED- PRI CE (1 Aug 1987) Aternate | (Apr
1984) .
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2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Applicability Service Contract Act

(Q Has the contracting office contacted the Departnent
of Labor as to the applicability of the SCA as spelled out
in 22.1003-7 of the SCA. This particular type of contract
does not appear to neet the intent of the SCA and
certainly not all potential awards would be held to the
SCA standards. There were questions posted that indicated
a firmlocated outside the U S. has an interest and under
NAFTA they have the opportunity to place bids. This
certainly could provide an unfair advantage to the firm
when | abor rates are not nonitored or even set by the U.S.
Depart ment of Labor.

(A) The SCA applies to all service contracts over $2,500
that are perfornmed in the United States through the use of
servi ce enpl oyees. See FAR 22.1002-1. Thus, in

det erm ni ng whet her the SCA applies to this IFB, the
contracting officer anal yzed whether the contenpl ated
contracts are going to be “service contracts,” and if so
whet her a significant portion of the work is going to be
performed by service enpl oyees as defined in FAR 22.1001
and 52.222-41.

FAR Part 37 sets forth guidance on service contracting.
FAR 37.101 defines a “service contract” as one that
“directly engages the tinme and effort of a contractor
whose primary purpose is to performan identifiable task
rather than to furnish an end itemof supply.” The IFB's
statement of work tasks the contractors with performng
| aboratory testing on environnmental sanples and providing
results to the Agency in a standardi zed electronic data
format. As such, the contractors will be performng
identifiable tasks — nanmely the sanple anal yses — and not
furnishing end itens of supply to EPA. Therefore, the
anticipated contracts will meet the definition of service
contracts contained in FAR Part 37 and are not considered
supply contracts. This conclusion is further supported by
FAR 22.1003-5, which sets forth exanples of types of
services that have been found to be covered by the SCA
FAR 22.1003-5(m lists “data collection,
processi ng, and anal ytical services” as SCA-covered
services. Analytical services - i.e., environmental
sampl e analysis — is precisely what the contractors will
be tasked with under these contracts. Accordingly, the
contracting officer properly classified the | FB as one
that will result in service contracts with the Agency.

74
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Fair Labor Standard Act

(Q Is it the governnent’s intent to adjust the price
based upon changes in the prevailing wage in the different
| abor areas per FAR 52.222-43 for the optional years?

(A) Yes, when the adjustnent neets the necessary criteria
as outlined in clause 52.222-43.




75
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Quality Assurance Management Plan

(Q The government intends to accept the previous

subm ssion of QA plans provided no changes were nade.
Usi ng that rational and the precedent that when a previous
solicitation was cancel ed due to governnent error , the
contractors were not required to anal yze a second P.E
provided the initial P.E results were acceptable. WIIl the
governnent accept prior PE score that were successful for
ILMD5.1? In addition to the unnecessary cost to the
contractors the government will be incurring costs for
providing and evaluating essentially duplicate

i nformation since there were no substantive changes in the
SOW

(A) Prior PE scores fromcancelled | FB PR-HQ 01-14093 wil |
not be accepted. Reference question nunber (1) dated
02/ 01/ 02

76
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Procedures that the Government will use in
Issuing Orders

(Q W need to know the PSA fornula for us to bid
conmpetitively. Are you going to disclose that are not? FAR
clause cited by the agency clearly states that the
governnent has to disclose this fornula in order to have
fair conpetition anong bidders. If you cannot disclose
this inits entirety please |l et us know where the agency
derives the authority from- i.e. the federal statute

ref erence that gives you the ability to do this.

(A) FAR 16.504(a)(4)(iv) states that, when nultiple awards
are made, the procedures and selection criteria that the
Governnent will use to provide awardees a fair opportunity
to be considered for each order must be stated. Reference
question nunber #71. The FAR does not conpel the
Governnent to disclose the PSA fornul a.

77
2/ 27/ 02

Subject: Considering Price or Cost Under Each Order

(Q Does the usage of price in your secret forrmula not a
further discrimnation of bidders after award when they
have been selected as valid bidders at the tinme of

bi ddi ng?

(A) FAR 16.505 (b)(21)(ii)(E) states that the contracting
of ficer nmust consider price or cost under each order as
one of the factors in the selection decision




